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of this are poorly targeted. Liberal 
economists and the Washington Post’s 
editorial board are saying Americans 
deserve more bang for their buck—a 
predictably chilly reception for a par-
tisan bill that started with an out-
dated, ideological wish list instead of 
the current needs of American fami-
lies. 

PROTESTS 
Now, Mr. President, on a completely 

different matter, I have been out-
spoken and clear about the crimes that 
were committed here on January 6. In 
my discussions with Judge Garland, 
the President’s nominee to be Attorney 
General, I specifically raised the need 
to continue investigating and pros-
ecuting anyone who broke the law that 
day. I am glad he has repeatedly em-
phasized this would remain a priority. 
Everyone agrees that day’s events 
must occasion a serious and thorough 
review of the specific institutions and 
security procedures within Congress 
that proved so insufficient. That proc-
ess is already underway as we saw with 
the joint hearing conducted yesterday 
by two Senate committees. 

The Speaker of the House proposes 
even more investigation through a new 
commission. She cites the precedent of 
the 9/11 Commission, but her draft bill 
fails to track with that precedent in 
key ways. 

The 9/11 Commission was inten-
tionally built to be bipartisan. The 50– 
50 bipartisan split of the commis-
sioners was a key feature. It both 
helped the effectiveness of the inves-
tigation itself and helped give the 
whole country confidence in its work 
and its recommendations. This time, 
however, Speaker PELOSI started by 
proposing a commission that would be 
partisan by design—seven appoint-
ments for Democrats, just four for Re-
publicans. The 9/11 Commission also 
built consensus by requiring bipartisan 
support for subpoenas. The Speaker’s 
bill would vest subpoena power in one 
appointee chosen by the Democrats. 

Both the Democratic and Republican 
leaders of the 9/11 Commission are 
speaking out against this bizarrely par-
tisan concept. Let me say that again. 
The leaders of the 9/11 Commission— 
one Republican, one Democrat—are 
speaking out against the way this pro-
posal is crafted by the Speaker. 

Lee Hamilton, the Democratic Vice 
Chairman of the 9/11 Commission, says: 

That does not sound to me like a good 
start; it sounds like a partisan beginning. 

That was the Democratic Vice Chair-
man of the 9/11 Commission. 

Tom Kean, the Republican Chairman, 
pointed out what should be obvious: 

Unless you have equal representation . . . 
the report won’t have as much confidence 
from the American people. 

Any undertaking along these lines 
needs to be fair and needs to be even-
handed. That really shouldn’t be con-
troversial, and it goes beyond just a 
makeup of the panel. 

For example, the Speaker’s proposal 
imagines something more than an in-

vestigation into the specific security 
failures that occurred here at the Cap-
itol. It sets the stage for a somewhat 
broader inquiry into ‘‘domestic violent 
extremism’’ beyond just that day, but 
the partisan panel would get to decide 
which other incidents are and are not 
‘‘relevant.’’ 

Rioting and political violence are ab-
horrent and unacceptable no matter 
what cause the mob is advancing. 
These are not forms of political speech. 
For almost a year now, we have seen 
political violence and riots become an 
increasingly normalized phenomenon 
across our national life. None of us 
should accept that. 

January 6 was uniquely grave be-
cause the intent was to interrupt the 
constitutional duty of Congress, but if 
this new commission is to go beyond a 
targeted, after-action analysis of the 
security failures here at the Capitol 
complex and if Congress is going to at-
tempt some broader analysis of toxic 
political violence across the country, 
then, in that case, we cannot have an 
artificial cherry-picking of which ter-
rible behavior does and which terrible 
behavior does not deserve scrutiny. We 
could do something narrow that looks 
at the Capitol or we could potentially 
do something broader to analyze the 
full scope of the political violence here 
in our country. We cannot land at some 
artificial, politicized halfway point. 

Don’t take it from me. Take it from 
the Democratic and Republican leaders 
of the 9/11 Commission. An inquiry 
with a hard-wired partisan slant would 
never be legitimate in the eyes of the 
American people. An undertaking that 
is uneven or unjust would not help our 
country. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The assistant majority leader. 

CORONAVIRUS 
Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, last 

week, I was home, as most Members of 
the Senate were, but I was asked to 
participate in a Zoom call with two 
people I highly respect, Dr. Anthony 
Fauci and Dr. Collins, with the Na-
tional Institutes of Health. While sit-
ting at my dining room table in 
Springfield, IL, there were about a 
dozen Senators who had access to 
Zoom to be a part of that conversation. 
I felt like I was privileged to really 
hear some information which most 
Americans wanted to hear, and I knew 
it had to be important for them to ask 
for a briefing in the middle of the 
week. 

What they were talking about during 
the course of that hour were variants, 
what is happening to this coronavirus 
as it replicates over and over and over 
again millions of times. What they told 
us—and I am a liberal arts lawyer, so I 
don’t profess any sort of medical exper-
tise here—was that there were domi-
nant variants that were starting to 
emerge, and they told us the shorthand 
description that they used in the lab-
oratories. 

I just remember that the first one 
was the UK, United Kingdom, variant. 

They said, by the end of March, which 
is not that far away—4 weeks plus—it 
will be the dominant strain of 
coronavirus in the United States. I was 
taken aback by that to think that a 
variant could become that dominant 
that quickly, but it was fair warning 
that it was about to occur. Then they 
talked about the South African vari-
ant, which is just starting to appear. 

The good news is they have done 
enough testing to believe that both of 
the major vaccines we are now using 
across America, which are Moderna 
and Pfizer—I have Pfizer, and my wife 
has Moderna—are effective against the 
UK, United Kingdom, variant. The jury 
is still out when it comes to the South 
African variant. There is a third vari-
ant, and I won’t venture into trying to 
remember exactly what that was 
about, but I remember it had some ori-
gin in South America. 

I heard that news, and I thought to 
myself, this is an ongoing battle. We 
haven’t run up any kind of score 
against this coronavirus. We can’t sit 
back and relax. We are in a very busy 
third quarter in trying to vaccinate 
America and in watching for each and 
every new threat. 

So, in that circumstance, if you were 
the President of the United States, 
what would you do? 

Well, Joe Biden, President Joe Biden, 
decided that we needed to be aggres-
sive, that we needed to face reality, not 
only with regard to the half a million 
Americans who have died but that we 
need to put together the tools to fight 
this coronavirus as we know it and as 
it is likely to evolve. He needs an army 
to do that. It is that big a war. He 
came to us with a proposal to start 
that effort, in a substantial way, under 
his leadership. He calls it the American 
Rescue Plan. I hear my colleagues 
come to the floor and really raise the 
question as to whether this is needed, 
and I just heard the speech of the mi-
nority leader, Senator MCCONNELL. 

What President Biden wants to do to 
deal with this pandemic, as we know it 
and as it is likely to evolve, is to pro-
vide $20 billion more for our vaccina-
tion program. Does anyone doubt the 
need for that? I don’t. I think it is the 
key to getting America back to busi-
ness. 

He provides $50 billion for testing, lab 
capacity improvements, and genomic 
sequencing of this virus mutation. 
Again, I am not an expert in science, 
but it seems perfectly reasonable to 
me, after listening to Drs. Fauci and 
Collins, to make that investment right 
now. 

President Biden wants to invest in 
100,000 community health workers to 
help with the vaccinations and contact 
tracing—100,000. It seems like a lot, but 
in a nation of 350 million, I am not sure 
it is that overwhelming a number. He 
wants to fund the community health 
centers so that they will be able to 
tackle this issue and particularly ad-
dress the issue of health disparities; 
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